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228 MICHIGAN LAW REVIEW 

Bank v. Hosie, 119 Mich. 116; Merritt v. Jackson, 181 Mass. 69; Bank v. 
Mills, 91 N. Y. Supp. 142 ; Perry v. Green, 19 N. J. L. 61 ; Turner v. Mining 
Co., 74 Wis. 355. What is a reasonable time depends upon the circumstances 
of the case. Bank v. Mills, supra; Oley v. Miller, 74 Conn. 304; Perry v. 
Green, supra; Turner v. Mining Co., supra; Field v. Nickerson, 13 Mass. 131. 

Boycott — Injunction Against Labor Union). — Where a labor union 
sought to compel an employer to employ none other than union men, and, to 
carry out their purpose, established pickets at the entrance to complainant's 
place of business, to dissuade customers from entering and dealing with 
him, an injunction was granted restraining such acts on the part of the union. 
Jensen v. Cooks' and Waiters' Union of Seattle et al. (1905), — Wash. — , 
81 Pac. Rep. 1069. 

This case is in line with many other late decisions enjoining similar 
practices on the part of labor unions. Loewe et al v. State Federation of 
Labor, 139 Fed. Rep. 71 ; Barnes v. Typographical Union (Sup. Ct. Cook Co. 
111.), 38 Chicago Legal News, p. 73 (October 21, 1905). To the same effect 
is O'Brien v. People, 111. 75 N. E. Rep. 108, which was a proceeding to punish 
for violation of an injunction. The courts now quite generally agree that 
in order to make the members of a union liable, either at law or in equity, 
the acts complained of need not have been accompanied by force, threats, 
or intimidation. Mere persuasion, if the object is to wilfully injure the 
employer is sufficient. For fuller discussion, see 4 Michigan Law 
Review, 143. 

Collateral Inheritance Tax — Land in Another State. — Testator's will 
gave the executors the power to sell any of the realty, if necessary, "for the 
purpose of the estate, administration, distribution, or otherwise." Land out- 
side the state had to be sold to pay legacies. Held, that the proceeds of such 
sales were subject to a collateral inheritance tax. In re Vanuxem's Estate 
(1905), — Pa. — , 61 Atl. Rep. 876. 

The collateral inheritance tax is regarded in Pennsylvania as a tax on 
property passing from the decedent and cannot be imposed on land outside 
the state. In re Hundley's Estate, 181 Pa. St. 339; In re Bittinger's Estate, 
129 Pa. St. 338. By the doctrine of equitable conversion, if the will either 
expressly or by implication directs real property outside the state to be 
converted into personalty, it is treated as personalty and subjected to the tax. 
Fahnestock v. Fahnestock, 152 Pa. St. 56; Hunt's & Lehman's Appeals, 
105 Pa. St. 128. It is generally a question of construing the testator's inten- 
tion as expressed by the will, Fahnestock v. Fahnestock, supra ; King v. King, 
13 R. I. 501 ; Chciv v. Nicklin, 45 Pa. St. 84, and the court, in the principal 
case, adopted what seems a reasonable construction, i. e. that, the legacies 
in each case being a certain sum of money and amounting in the aggregate 
to a sum much greater than the value of the personalty and realty in Penn- 
sylvania, it was the testator's intention to have the realty outside the state 
converted into personalty to pay the legacies. 



